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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 111-Sec. 41 


2. ^ ^ Cf5t^ f^-sM ^ ^ 28 ^ 

2007 cj^ 3 i^4i<h ^ 2TT I / %.^.i%. % ^ 

FFT SF Fll^ 3fR 3M 3T^FH FFT^ ^ ^TNI Y# ^ FWT ^ 

(^ ^) F^Jctp SIfFfrfeT f^ FFT 2F | %.F.R ^ 3TF^ FT^ ^ ^ ^ % 1^ 

F^Jc^ y'irlllcld feFT ajT I ^F.F.R ^ FF ^ FFTF F^ F^PJF ^ 3FF% 3#fFT4 

FI #? F? FFFT F5F^ % F? FF^ FFFFT FTF 1 1 


FltTF^ ^ fcf>, ^ %.iT.f%. '(T|F4>FF ^ F^TFfpr ^FTF FitllWt 1963 % 
FTFPfF FFtT efT5#F % FTIFN FF yFllcHd F^F F?T t, ?FT ^ ^ F^JFF^ 7FFT% ^ IFfF^/ 

F^ (Fcfl^) 3TIFFFF? ^ I 31FFF, ^.F.R F^ FTcTT? ^ F^ sSl F? tj^ftF^FF sffF ^ ^3T1 
f^ FF;cF? i^ratFF %5 31 3TFFF2007 FF^FmrFFFTFFF^^t l 


3. ^ ^ F ^.F.R % fWl^T F7FTF Fll^ %FT t I ?FT ^ ^ %.F.R 

ITFT F^-dlRld F?J^ f^FF^FTIF t :- 


F^lFT 

20'F5tFF 

40‘thiHF 

£il^>FTT:u| 5JFTF Fly|^^3 h FTTF 

F^ .1200/- 

FF .2250/- 

^cb^u] ^ FTlFFT-I^vS ^ FTTF 

FF. 400/- 

FF. 800/- 


Ft?^ :- 

(i) FFFIff (FFnFF FFTsf) ?<F1lR; % ^ +5% F?r FFIT ^ FFFIFF F^eF^ tI 

yDddF (^f^) F?r ^ FTc^ 11 


(ii) / FTFF F7FFFF ^ FFI%1 T^FF^ FF cFFTFT Ffl^ FTeF ^ c^ / FtI^ FPF F^ 

FTfcilW eFTTFT FTTFFT I 


4. FFrf FFTF# Ff^ % FI^FITF ip.F.f^. FF FFFTF FFSeF WF ^FM ^ FTF^F 

FFFlFFFltFfr / FFFTFFrrrf FTFF^ F^ FFF^ FTF FITFI^IF F^ ^ ST^lftF %FT FFT FT I 3f[F 

FFFeTT FFF F^t^Ff FFTlf^TF^ (MiFFIF) % FTFTTFT 3E5FFTFFT % FTF3JF ft^Ftf WTlFFnll / 

FFFTFFrdl FTFFF ^ F^ FTF FTFT Fff ^ t I MfFFTF ^ FT^ FTF FFT %.F.f%. F^ fIcT^ FJ^ ^ 
FT F ^ #3T FFT t I MTFFTF F^ FTF (f 1^1^"FT) FF %.F.i%. ^ F^ FTT^f^ FFTF F# c^ 11 
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5. ^ FRftcfj ^ ^ 3nqR W 7 %cNr 2007 ^ % WR 

■^.’T.1%. fcri^PT f^sff TR 3Tf^R<W cfR^ cfJT 1^ ^ 217 I 

^.■>7.1%. ^ f^^TIcp 10 3TcI^ 2007 % WFI ^ 3TW 73 tR cJT^ t I IFTR ^ ^ 

3fR %.uRr. ^3xR 77a1^ ^ 1^ t ;- 




^.^.Rr. IfRT 5^^3 tR 


Jf). 


Sl't^ifc|i7 ^ ^ sRlT^ % 

cTFIcT «2fRl 5^fgcT ^ I 


^cf7^ui k ywif^d ^ ^ Rt^ ^ 

RFIcT^RT^I^wt:- 

ftsiTfcT |lt^'$''^I % Wf «i<^1cb<u| ^ F’TR 


(i) 


mi^el Slml^vi ^ 
^rrar ■07 oifRT 

20'JJm 
#l1gg 48 "gw 
^ ate 60 
■gigcRj 

40‘cb“^^>i 

gRi -4141^ 
48 31W ^ 
ateeoiM 

680 3JW 5^ % 

wrm ^ 

ciic^ ^7’ll c}?r <-i<sjm 

3 ^ ^.210 
gc^ c?^ ^ 
^.630 

6^ ^.210 
gc^ ci?f ^ 
^.1260 

72IFRI <HFK7- 

civ’ll 0I 04^11'^ 
3TTt^ 

^.120 

^.240 

W7 

^.100 

^.200 

'3T0'7Ui'i m 

^.150 

^..150 

^W.'Rf. cfTT 3)mi 

mr 

^.150 

^.300 


^.50 

100 

gf^ 0^-1? ywif^d 

^. 1200 

^. 2250 

44hh g^c^ 

^.900 

^.1700 


M>V'WI^'S ^ ^TRfT 
^ ®4l'(l 




^ % Wf 

20‘^^ 

^1^240 ■gw 


240 3im 


40‘^j^ 
480 TPT 


480 TM 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Pari III— Sec, 4] 


4TR V’e^4lPl’4H 
^inWT^^EM 



^. 300/- ^Rlfe'clt 
3ITH ct?f ^ ^ 

I'c^i^lPl'ilH 

oTPKI 

^. 72/- 

To .144/- 

WTTT ^ - 

?Tcf7%f?t cf?4z^ 

100/- 

To. 200/- 

^tRepw? 

vJWT^ 

To . 50/- 

RT. 25/- 

RT. 100/- 

To . 50/- 

4j.'H.f-f. cpI 3TEiT 

•EFT 

TiT. 128/- 

Tf;.231/- 

3i|i|cjox! 3|^^c] 

T^. 25/- 

1 . 

00 

0 

1 

• 3 !^ c^TT F'l^lfcld 

T^T. 400/- 

To. 800/- 

ctclgi'l g^Je47 

To. 300/- 

To. 600/- 


KlM'Hlvxi) (TTIFFT) ^ ^ 

% ^21 yrenRd ^ 

FT^nRcT vrll^ ^ 

3rwR wiTj I wrfcRi ^ 

titt TJWEhI ciTf 

3T1?IR ^'#1 

I 


(ii) 


^^rftcp W7 ^ ^ TIT2I, ^4)TT3i % TTIEEft cfSTI 

3P^ ^ ^ ^ 3TI?hR?I 11 


RhR 3 ciqt %.^.Rt. -gM 

'^cin> Jjc;m cp^ % 

1^ 'T’TT^ m 41 ^ sffT ^ 
cj?f TIW ReWT ^ ^ 


RwR #T ^ ^ ^ 3Ff1BTtT ^ffTT ^ |T 


(iii) 




2004- 

05 


2005- 

06 


2006- 

07 






wn 


735 


4762 


6078 


^ 


.300/- ^ 

^ .600/- ^ 

^RT?! ^ 


-^- 




I^-siNt 

^ d 


466 


2190 


7035 


^ / snrr^ 


^ .550/- ^ 
1100 /- 


-■g^- 


f^rsTT^ WtW'S ^ 24 
Tim ^ 48 ^ ^ 3 
TfT^ % ^4 ^ . 990/- 
^ ft94T^ 
^ 21 Tim 
18 Tim yf^ Tm3 
% ^84 ^ . 1790/- yft 

^ ci?r 

% 'ST^TR 
TP^ vjycfRuft cIt) 

elMld % <4)KU[ ^ 
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TT 


6. ^ ^ fcT^ 18 f^^fTRR 2007 ^ 'mk ^ SrT 

^ 3fr^ f^3Tf ^ 3TfcTto ^ ^ 3Tg#11^ W 2TT I 

^ W( %.'»tA ^ 27 2010 % 3T^ ^ % wm sm\ 97^ 

# I ?TTT^ IKT ^ g^ 3fR ^.^.1%. ^ g^ W^tcf7?TTT Tf ^ g 1^ ’TtT f; 


5RT ^ gt? 5Rg 

iw) ?i<^chx!U| ggi^ 

wn % fcixiiR^ gwqg! 
gan, ftarr?^ gtgr^ gg 
klc^^lPigH g^Rgg^ g?r 
efPKT gf#Ki % 1 ^ 

2006-07 3fR cf^ 2007-08 % 
cj'j’di^'^i wa^gg^ cf^ 


^.^.^.£fNT g^ 

^ 'i'diin! ci?[ C4FRT ggif^'ici ^ f^ gwi^i^ 

% g^g ^ gc^T^tPfgg g^Twr^ % f^gicf> 
22 g^ggg 2006 aftg skr^ % fk? fkk 26 
^[cg^ 2008 % g^gg# k gf^ gg^ k g^ t l 


^.gr. 


(i) 


(gg) gwiRid ggr^ g5t 

gggr % Rgg RigiRd gggggl g?f 
g1^ ^Rre: gggg k, gniRid grk 
% fk? 20‘ #7 40' cfj'k^ g?r 
3R^-3Tc4g fkgd gi^ ^ ggaf 
k 2007-08 (gcpgg 2007 dg>) 
20‘ 3fR 40‘ gkRt % ^Tfrwg % 
1^7 kag^ jrrg^ ^ 
gg^jkfkg ggggg?^ k 

cii'WlcichgggcTgdT^^ I 


M 2007-08 Tf (ggrgg 2007 gg^) 20‘ ^ 40' c{k^~¥ 

Ej;4Wg^ ^ ftfag^ ikr?^ kg ge^[kfkg ggggg?^ 
k ctKdRicb gggd Rngrggng t: 





680 

TiH 454 

TFT % 

'<-i<sqt 


g-^ 

(f^.m 

20‘ 

40‘ 

20‘ 

40‘ 

1. 

2007 

gfcfT^R 

2007 

650 

56 

680 Tim 

Sic^cf) % 

1213 

3ff^ 454 Tim 
% 266 

3031 

7 

730.800 

fii>.Tim 


(gp) k 2004-05 kg 2005-06 % 
^ggr ^r gjfkr k gf 
giggflkp 3 tpt ^ RiR^cici ggnajH 
g^g^ ^ kw 10 2007 

% 3?g^ gg k gfepgcg.ii ^ gg^ 
kk k gtk ^ 20‘3ftg 
40k k-71 k ^Tkggg ggjg ^ 
gM 3TFT gg ^zfrgr kkg l ggar 
f[, g^ 2006-07 ^ aj^k^gg ggk 
^ gRT grgkk5 sift % tkj k 
^kgrkfk? I 


g^ 2004-05, 2005-06 kg 2006-07 % kgpT 20‘kg 

40‘g>kgl % Ikr ^kgggg ggk g^ grgr wg ^ ikgd 

|c|c|gu| Pi»-r||^giig ^:. 




20‘ 

ggi^ k 
grille. 

^kg 

40‘ 

vsmrfl "nrf 

1 

2004-05 

887 

379100/- 

157 

189200/- 

2 

2005-06 

5704 

2271110/- 

624 

917900/- 

3 

2006-07 

6991 

2936600/- 

561 

832590/- 


fel 

13582/- 

5586810/- 

1342 

1939690/- 


(gg) cf4 2007-08 ^ g^ 2009-10 

^ kgpT ftag^ gk. gg 


g4 2007-08, 2008-09 kg 2009-10 ^ kgH ^ 

gM gKdRrgp 3M 


fcpTJ \A\^ 

Up. 

gif 




■v3gk 

% gtkk 20‘3fR 40‘gkk 

gi. 


gk^ 

gf grRi 

gkgk 


g?f arggriki gjgsgt kfkd 



g^ 

g5. 

g§1 


fkak ^ ggfkr ggf gg grarr 



gKFfT 


g^ 


ygdiRid ggf gg gtgrfk £i*?lcbg'J| 



20‘ 


40‘ 



ai]\(p-2. 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


^in 3T5RFI sRTFT 


(^) ^ 2007 ^ 

^ TWli^ cf5Y^ TFFI 
yi|tjct>\;u| fcirfiT ^ 

elFRT fcIcRT3ft ^ 3Ti^ 

■^311 3fR HfiitPI 3RIK-H 

4>RHfei^!^n 

3Fq cRtfi % 3Ic™ 

^.■R.Ri. gKI eTTn? ^ cI)*|x||R4l 
^ ■’TjI^ ^ ^cPI ^llRld f, 
fc^ 2ITI ^ 

5te ct^tf^ 3ffT 

cl eta'll c)^ ^iPIcb) ci?! cETT^I 

tg 

cTTTJ ^ ^ ^ 

3i^HiPici ?iFTO ^rt^TFfr ^ 
t #? ^TFIH % TIFTFq TRlI^ 
4 ^ T? fcpEIN fcl^'MI ^Nl 

2TT I ^ ^ c|7> % 

WWl ^ cTcFMI clTif^ 
^2IT 3fftcl^ ^ 3T^-3T^ Ti^ 



1 

2007-08 

5503 

2116650/- 

237 

399290/- 


2 

2008-09 

982 

303870/- 

5 

4190/- 


3 

2009-10 

6823 

1786205/- 

0 

0 




13308 

4206726/- 

242 

403480/- 


(iii) 


S^Htctxui >iflqn' c|7m!'^ % f^c* cl^ ■'F? c1iT'Tlcf5l 

■45ll^cb1 ^211 ^tRi^ cf^ ^f, 3T?FT-3T^ 

f^rax^ PlHI^i^N t:- 


?I>R 

TI. 

gi^ 

cETMf^ ■fRT 

chlRicb 

^*iici Rp>^ 

TR/ erRicj^ 

1 

2007-08 

02 

818 

2 

2008-09 

02 

407 

3 

2009-10 

02 

703 


(^) #T cf^ ^ 

5^ % 1^ cRTclf^ 

W? ^ clcfr^ 

cE^^lRill ^ WTcI 


^ cicE^lct5l *4x11^ %cf^ £i*?|ch':ui -^31! % ^ettcT 

'’7^ ^ 3fR yxlk'1'1 ^ 0 )^ Spq ct^lH 

•1^ cfr^cIFTT cillcll 2n I RfXii J|i)| f fep ^ cTcIvtf^ 

cpif^ ^ ticf^TR inRicE ^ cn^TT ^ . 75000/- Ff^mr? 
t I 3 ^ % ^ITFT d4>^c|^ cpit^nl^ ^ cfTTdRFP 
cTFM ^ clK-dfcl4) -Nf^Tcfj g^TR ^ f ;- 


(^) ^ ^ITF^ 

^ ^ f ^ % 7TT21 

Pl«7lfclc1 cfRR cl^ ^ ^ 



if>. 



WPfl 

efTO 



Tifti 

(^.) 


1 

2007- 

08 

2 

540000 

818 

150 

122700 

662700 

2 

2008- 

09 

2 

620000 

407 

150 

61050 

681050 

3 

2009- 

10 

2 

720000 

703 

150 

105450 

825450 



6 

1880000 

1928 

450 

289200 

2169200 

2004 

-05 7f 

2009-10 cRE ^ ^ ^ 

^ Rr<^i 


^/v/lRddl ^ 3n"de-x(7M t 


I 
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(iv) 

(F^) gte F5^ 1^ ^ 2007 ^ 

F^FF? FRTt^IF 4 RiFiRd 
^ ^ ^I?IFRR %IT3ft 
^ FrRrT F^F-iHl^FT FIlRler F^ 
sff I 

F?f ?T. 2007 % F^cF> ^l' RldlRd RlFli^d 'lyil 

^i ^#fRR ^3Tf ^ frRif iR'i-inRi f#[r sSt i 


(^) FWlfcId £i^F,x!U[ \j¥iT^ cItI 

EJ'^lcb'iF ■^i;’ F^ FR^ 1^ 


FRFT F^ Idk; IqdK If>F FF 
^aF ^SFFRR, Ff^ F^ % 

FF2T-FF2T 4^.F.Rf. glFT ^^TFRR 
FklF FFTF Fr4 % FPTTF 

FF ^FWFt FF ^sfTFI ^ 1 

cTFTF FF FFFRRf / ^511 WfRFt F?f FJ^ FF^ 1 1 


(F) ^ ^ 2007 tJ ^j.F.Rf. FR 

cfT^ ^ 

■vjI'IF Rp FF>4^F?) Filf^cp ^d Fid 4,- 

FF FFFTRri EJ^tFRF FFT^ ^ ^.F.Rf. % RTF F5l FTtRiR 


SKI, 

16% F^ FF ai*M ^3F^ % 
arjRF FRTFtl^ FtcfdTF ST^FF 
1%FT FFT 2F, F^FflRld ?j4tFRF[ 
FFIF! ^ Rf#FF % 1^ %.F.f%. 
4? RTF FF f^ FR^ FF 3TRR 
FFgFRfRFRTF 1 

Rfrtfft 11 


(’ET) u|>!-||fch PlF^lRdd M'! 

^ 4-cWI cFFd F?f F^ 1, RTF FR 3TFFF fFT RjFI FFI11 


FTI^IFRR ITFT 31^FcT 16% 
FfcfRTF FR % FTF FF t, 
^^FRF FFI^ ^ FfYrF ^ 
3TTFFR % 31FFF FF fcIRR F 
fcpFTRTF i j 



7. ^ ^ ^ ^^t#fcl cf>l4c|T^ ^ ^ cblijfd'M tT 

t I 5M % wt?T qefr ^ aiepr ^ ^ ^3 tt^ i ir ^ 

http.7/tariffauthoritv.gov.in ^ 'Jft cF?^ | 

8. ^ grl^Tcf)^ ^ 28 ^ 2007 ^5 3pr4 ^ %.^.f^. 4> ^wr ^ si^HlRjci 

^ w 9n ^ Fri^r^ 6 [m Ejjficf?^ fcth #5 

^ cf^ t FT?t FF> F^eF? ^ Fm t, ^ ^ Ffl^fF^^ F?l 

(F^) F?r aMFFWI t FFif^ %.F.f^. WPfR ^^FTF 3T%j%FF, 1963 ^ SFrf^F F^ dl^T % anW? 
^ ^ yFlfcHd FFT11 %.F.f%. FF FFFTF ^ FtI^TFR^ ^ 4? STJ^FTF ^ 11 

9.1 cf,!^ Ft^ FTTt^FFIF (MlW) IRI ^3^ f 4 fSF 1^^3Ti ^ ^ FF 

t % ^41ctrFF FF> FFF ^ F^f t 3flF ^ F^FR ^.F.'pT. SRT y^IdlRld FF % FF f^TFTF F^ 

FITF I F^TFfTF 3TFFr F^TFtTF '^FTFI Flf^rf^ F^l FIFT 42 % SPrPfF FTI^TIRT M\ ITFT 
FtIF FF ^rFFT FrfF % FfF FTF! % FRF ^ FFFT ^ait % FR^ ^ F^F^ ^F ftFtfel FRFT ^ 
FTI^RRR ^ 3TpRFf t, ^FIlRh F^tWFI FFR FR^ % 1^ ^.F.f^. F^ ^ FFFT 
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[Part III— Sec. 4] 


WItPT 3Tfe1^RTr ^ £IRT 42 ^ SI^fTT t, fTI^ ^ ^ T?T WT t 

% 'J?tcR ^ ^3Tf ^ ^ gite^ % cfg4- 

% 'to 3TRn 1 1 ^ ^ Tt?to ^ Tg^ gf sfri ^ zji: ^jtog 

grto? t fn grltog ^ to sto Ti. toto / 21 / 2006 - totor 28 gM 

2007 gwT ^ to toiT dtoi toi^ (TMrtoi) ^ cigr^ tor? % qtogg cm 

. g^ sijHlRid to an i 


9.2 togng % tog ciw t to.R, gtoto tonto grmi 

cmn to FIST ^ to to tof ^i to g? to'k n^gi totto ^gi gggm % 
tofto % Tigg ^.■g.R ^ to gg ti. / mRtoarFggr. /to / toto-tor?i-toto / 

2007 3 g# 2007 % giagg ^ Fto gm to gg gto nn ggg to ^g ggigr t g? to Ftotn 

totof 1962 % tog gri^r^ t ftog ^ tototosi! to t % ^ tor tot 

^ gr&fKT gtoto ^ gM gm Tto f 1 to tong g^Fi t tto ftoWcn gm 1to gg ctoto to 
gigtot to 3Tgggg ^togg tog ftoto 3?^ gtoftori gigr to ggrg to tot f l gton ggg ^ 
to Fg grg to g?i t fto tot gtogito g’lgr epng gg gto to toto fg grtotor to ^^grg gto f i 
toto g?j^ gttog ^ to.'g.R gigr gg^ to g^ ftto to to tottto gM to g^ gtogtotfto to gg 
gni Mm t fto totggMf to to ftoto 3pg grtonT gtoto to gtogg ^tog gng gig gto 1 1 


9.3 to' totgg-ig to srengi ftoggg rngg to ttonr ggr to ttotot wtornto / wftggto 

gtorttoggn to to to totto gfto^ gfi t to to-sMi gmi mm gM gto gg gei gg ftong gto 
fg 1to mg to to tof^ ^grg gto grtot 3Fg ftoto gtoltoto gM ggrltoi ggito to togto fg 
ggmfto gg totom / mm togg to, gg ggMn to gtggg Tjggrto giggnm gtot gtoit gto 1 

10.1 to.'to.fto. to, togi ggrg gto to ftog gggg gTgggt to Mmg gg to togr ggjg gto to 

ftog gfigftod 3 tm wng sigggt to mm to to fg ^^inMn toi to ftog ftottotg gg ggmfto to to l 
ttoangef torgg to ^gMi 20‘totogg to 1tog • 1200 gfto totogg to 40‘totog to tog • 2250/- 
gto totogg ggmto ftogi ggr to, to gmjtoigg gtoggggg to ^Ttongg 20to 40‘ tototo to tog 
g^M: gi. 400/- gg . 8 OO/- totogg grtotg ton ggr to i to ggrgr to fto ggmto gto mm 
gigg 

to I tog to, to.'to.fto. gM ggmto gto to sng mg arggg ito gntoi to toto gig to to.to.lto. to gntoi g 
gMn gig torn to 1 ggggng, ftoangm tongg ^ sjtotgMn to tog 20‘gtogg to^ tog g^. 1150 /- to 
gttogg to 40‘gtogg to? tog gn. 2150/- to mtogg gnm m'jtotftog tog to to I tot ggng, gctottoig 
gtotop; ^ to^gMn ^ tog 20‘to 40‘totoigt to? tog gnm g?ggT: 375/- to g;. 720 /- to togg 
aFjnttor tog to to I gg gto to? tog to mtorto to? ai^to gg ggig to to gtot gg gg? tocm? 
tor gttot, gg? to mm mt ggr to i 


tonto gg^ tot ggMi ggi to, to?.g.fto. gM ■ 


10.2 


gg?Mi?Tgg 

^ ?jto?gm to? tog 20‘ to?togg to? toig g?TM; g? . 990/- to g^. 300 /- gto to?togg ggrg torg m gto to l 
si^totto gg gg, to?.'n.to. gM mnrto m gto gtog g^jcm to ?F?g?T: 16% to 25% ^tori gtortog gtot 
to I to?.'to.to. gM gjttog gtt gto gto 2006-07 to fto - 37.69 gnm gto mMmn 3 tm gg itogrg g?gto fg 
3Fgtottoi g^^gg? to gn . 7.5 Mm gto gto gto 3itoRgti 3ng gttot 1 gttottog ^totg?gg ggito to 3ng gg, 
to.to.to. to? gggM gto grtoisn g?gto gmg tot gtoitog to ftog ggto to tot grtoftog to, sim giggig to ttogrg 
fto?giMggTi 


11 . to.to.lto. to gg? tog ggmitoci 1to?gi to ftoMto? 3Tfgng, toto grtotoig? ggggto g?T 5% 

g^ to to gto to gg ^ I tototggrg to gg grto gg sng^ Mgg gto to l gggtog?R ttom mm 
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^7%^ f^ ^ IM 3i^JTtfei ^ Tfrr ^ Tf ^ w ^an % 3 i#t f i wrf ^ ■^au / 

Tf^TTEH 5rf^ ^r ^ >!^xicf>rch % 3iraK m ^ anf^ ^ ci?r t afR 
5^^ wkfM gmn ^ gHHPicb cipici ^ cj^ iircinid ^ i^ 

v5imT 11 ^ gc{5^ tJ m wtt t % g? armrf^, 3 t^ anf^cp % 

^ g^ciai ^^TFidl cj5t ciFRT a??r imit / arf^ ^ i cit ^ ct™ wn aiw^f gt 
^ ^ ^ ^ g^ ^ citMcp % f^ ajcfj ^ (g5p|w) g^ cp^ f^n3f^ ^?ih ^ 

3ITEIN g^ gigfxra afrfxRg % wsr a^cp ajgjcpi ggerrci #pg su^ I 


12. ^ 2007 Tf ftB>^ ^r gRi1?7g ap^ WT,C^ ^ ?pf ^ gpq, 

^ ^ f^ ggR ^TTT?^ cf?t si^p# cf?i gf 2?f %.g.f%. £j^?lcp^ ggpfi % f^qkg % aiggi 

ggdm 31 3TW 2007 aiap grfec^ apg ^ 1 ^.g.f%. gggici % often? diRsiei cpg t I 

g?j^ gpkf^ aift eiRT 2.17.4 g? gtwg ggr t % ??T griSr^o^ skt at^gtl^d gor^get ^ 
ggict ^ cTT^#?!, Tsgfr ggg, 3 tiw? g? gfig / gapeiap gM ^:jg# g^ gg got gfe g? 
«i§d srf^icp d^ ^ grl^fapgg gKi fcpg up^ efft si^gfci gdN ap^^ ^ I ^Rp %.g.f^. ^igr 
t^iflcPx-ui ^3Tf ap 1^ (ggaf amiR gg) ajgr^ gg ggR 3igg1ftd ^ apg f, ^offap^ ^3it % 1^ 
^.g.R gRT (ggaj amiR g?) ^gtt gg ggi^ atff gfe ai^ gp^ 1 1 3r grjgtf^d aift g^ g^, gRg ^ 
ggrgg ft igaj?f sttRjggr aj?t Rri^ ^ 30 1^ ap gig ggrg ff 3ngofr i 


13. ^.g.'Rf. ^ ap?^ fg gap ^ g^giRld fW t Rp ^ apg gap / g]gg 

trcpk gr?T ePngr ggr aptf 3gg ap^ ^igig ggiRg Rpg gggft i apa^ apg 3TeFf ^ ggr4 f i 

^ ?R? apT ^ 3pg g^rgfpft / gf^geft ^ gggjg ff ggrT g^ f afglRp g? gzp g^jgap gg g^ 11 gFT 
gap fcp %.g.Rr. % cpfgig gggp=f ^ oft ^ ep^ ff siePT dk gap 11 fgfeTg, g? gf^ kgel ^ 

Tkn a^ fedg ggig g^ Rpap gap 11 


14. gfkM 7ap?pg, 3fR ^jg? kg gg aprgjft ^ ggp'?igg Rrapg fePRt % 3perR g? g? 

gikap^ RngfciRgg gg, k.g.Rr. k gafgrg gggrg R siagrg-ii ajkg? / aprpf ggggg gg gjkgg ggr? 
^ g - gpgpg gapePT k ggfk apg k (18)% g ft gpkei fkg apk apt at^nlgd ggn aR??p 11 


fp.g. 

ggicRt api «if|yi 

g?(g7ggfff) 



20 ‘aikg>; 

40‘cp(^gy 

g 

(18) 

wn^ ggrag 

(ap) ftapfei gtgr^ ^ ^kaF?g ggn? 

(ag) gcajTffkgg glggi^ ^ «jTflag?g grpg 

1150.00 

375.00 

2150.00 

720.00 


'Tte .• yi'(iM|c|9 \3H^M|ci9Tll ^ cbl cjicll i |6 ^c|o ^ic|i 5 V 1 I 1 


ggt gigg, 37?gan 
[fggrqg iii/4/143/io-3rp.] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 29th July, 2010 

No. TAMP/49/2007 -CWC.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the 
Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of 
the proposal received from the Central Warehousing Corporation for fixation of tariff for fumigation 
services rendered at its Container Freight Station in Kandia Port Trust as in the Order appended 
hereto. 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
Case No. TAMP/49/2007-CWC 

Central Warehousing Corporation . Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 9th day of July, 2010) 

This case relates to the proposal dated 30 August 2007 received from the Central 
Warehousing Corporation (CWC) seeking approval of the rates for rendering fumigation and 
Disinfestation Extension Service Scheme (DESS) services at its Container Freight Station (CFS) at 
the Kandia Port Trust (KPT). 

2. This Authority had last approved the Scale of Rates (SOR) of the CWC - CFS at 
Kandia on 28 June 2007. While disposing of the tariff revision proposal of the CWC, It was 
observed that the Annual Accounts and income estimates reflected income from the fumigation 
charges though no tariff was approved in its earlier SOR. The CWC had not proposed tariff for this 
service In Its proposal. The CWC had argued that it was mandatory under the statute to provide 
this service and that it was a recognized fumigation agency to render this service. 

This Authority observed that its sanction would be essential for levying tariff for this service since 
the CWC Is operating the CFS based on the Licence Agreement granted under the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963. The CWC was, therefore, advised to file its proposal for fixation of tariff for 
fumigation and dess services latest by 31 August 2007. 

3. In this backdrop, the CWC has filed the subject proposal. The tariff proposed by 
the CWC for this service is as follows: 


Particulars 

20’ Container 

40' Container 

Fumigation charges with Methyl Bromide 

Rs,1200/- 

Rs.2250/- 

Fumigation charges with Al. Phosphide 

Rs.400/- 

Rs.800/- 


Notes; 

(i). The above tariff is also subject to change in case of price fluctuation (chemical) 
consumable etc. +5%. 

(li). Service tax / Any other tax as levied by Central / State Government to Local 
Bodies will be charged extra. 

4. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal of CWC 
was forwarded to the Kandia Port Trust and the concerned users / user organisations seeking their 
comments. We have not received any comments from any users / user organisations except KPT 
and Kandia Port Stevedores’ Association (KPSA) despite a reminder. The comments received 
from KPSA was forwarded to CWC as feedback information. The CWC has not furnished any 
remarks on the comments of KPSA. 

5. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the CWC was requested to 
furnish additional information/clarifications on various points vide our letter dated 7 September 
2007. The CWC has furnished its reply vide letter dated 10 October 2007. A summary of the 
queries raised by us and the reply furnished by CWC is tabulated below: 


SI. 

No. 


Queries raised by us 


Reply furnished by CWC 


(i). 


Furnish the cost details to justify the 
rates proposed. 


The cost details to justify the rates proposed for fumigation are 
given below: 



Particulars Dosage of 
Methyl Bromide 

20’ container 

48 grams 
above upto 60 
grams per 
CBM 

40' container 

48 grams 
above upto 60 
grams per 
CBM 


No. of M.Br. cans of 680 

3 cans @ 

6 cans @ 


gram each to be used and 

Rs.210 each 

Rs.210 each 


rate 
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Cost of chemical 

Rs.630 

Rs.1260 

Estt, Cost - Tech. Persons 
etc. 

Rs.120 

240 

Labour Charges 

Rs.100 

200 

Depreciation on equip. 

Rs.150 

150 

CWC's margin 

Rs.150 

300 

Income Tax element 

Rs.50 

100 

Proposed Tariff per 

container 

Rs.1200 

2250 

Existing tariff 

Rs.990 

1790 


Fumigation charges with Al. Phosphide 


Particulars Dosage of Ai. 
Phosphide 

20' container 
240 grams per 
TEU 

40' container 
480 grams per 
FEU 

Qty. of Al. Phosphide to be 
used 

• 240 grams 

480 grams 

Cost of Al. Phosphide @ 
Rs.300/- per Kgs. 

Rs.72.00 

Rs.144.00 

Estt. Cost in- Tech.Person 
etc. 

Rs.100.00 

Rs.200.00 

Labour Charges 

Safety Equipments 

Rs.50.00 

Rs.25.00 

Rs.100.00 

Rs.50.00 

CWC's margin 

Rs, 128.00 

Rs.231.00 

Income Tax Element 

Rs.25.00 

Rs.80.00 

Proposed Tariff per 

container 

Rs.400.00 

Rs.800.00 

Existing Tariff 

Rs.300.00 

Rs.600.00 


(ii). 


The basis for proposing escalation 
in the proposed rate with variation 
in the rate of consumable may be 
Indicated. The base rate of 
consumable considered in the 
proposed rate may also be 
indicated. 


The escalation in proposed rates for Fumigation is based on 
the hike in the rates of chemicals and consumables used in 
the course of fumigation, besides increase in establishment 
cost and labour charges. 


(Hi). 


Indicate the rate collected by the 
CWC for rendering fumigation 
service and also the number of 
containers for which this service 
was rendered during the last three 
years. 


The requisite details during the last three years is given below: 


Year 


2004- 

05 


2005- 

06 


2006- 

07 


No. of 
Con.fuml. 
with Al.Ph. 


735 


4762 


6078 


Rates/ 

charges 


Rs.300.00 per 
TEU and 

Rs.600.00 per 
FEU at 

Normal doses 
of 

Al.Phosphide 


-do- 


-do-- 


No. of 
Con.fuml. 
with M . Br. 


466 


2190 


7035 


Rates/Charges 


Rs.550.00 per 
TEU and^ 
Rs. 1100.00 per 
FEU at normal 
Doses of M.Br. 


- do- 


NSPM rates 
Rs.990.00 per 
TEU with M.Br. 
dosage of 24 
gram to 48 

gram M3 and 
Rs.1790.00 per 
FEU with M.Br. 
dosage of 21 
gram to 18 

gram / M3. 

These rates 
increased due 
to the cost of 
equipment 
purchased as 
per NSPM 
requirement. 
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6, On scrutiny of the information furnished, the CWC was requested to furnish 

additional clarification / information on few more points vide our letter dated 18 December 2007. 
After regular follow up, the CWC has furnished its reply vide letter dated 27 April 2010. A 
summary of the queries raised by us and the clarifications furnished by the CWC are tabulated 
here below; 


SI. No. 


Queries raised by us 


Reply furnished by CWC 


( 0 - 


(a). Furnish documentary evidence for the 
years 2006-07 as well as 2007-08 to 
substantiate the unit cost of the chemicals, 
namely Methyl Bromide and Al. Phosphide, 
considered for arriving at the proposed 
fumigation charge. 


A copy of ARC dated 22 November 2006 for 
Aluminium Phosphide, and 26 July 2008 for Methyl 
Bromide (M.Br.) is furnished as a documentary 
evidence to substantiate the unit cost of these 
chemicals. 


(b). The actual consumption of Methyl 
Bromide and Al. Phosphide for fumigating 20’ 
and 40' containers during the years 2007-08 
(upto November 2007) with detailed breakup 
of number of 20’ and 40' containers may be 
furnished to substantiate the per unit 
consumption of chemicals considered for 
arriving of the proposed fumigation charge. 


The actual consumption of Methyl Bromide and Al. 
Phosphide for fumigation of 20’ and 40' containers 
during the year 2007-08, (upto November, 2007) is 
as under:- 



SI. 

No. 

Year 

Containers 
fumigated 
with MBr 

Qty, of 
M.Br. 
Cans of 

Container 
fumigated 
wKh Alp 

Qty. of Al. 
Phosphide 
(In Kgs) 




20’ 

40’ 

680 gm 
& 454 
(jm 

20’ 

40’ 



1 

April- 
07 to 
Nov.07 

650 

56 

1213 

Cans ot 
680 
gram 
each & 
266 cans 
of 454 
gram 
each 

3031 

7 

730.800 

Kgs. 


(ii). 


(a). With reference to the details furnished in 
the Annexure-II to your letter dated 10 
October 2007, furnish detailed breakup of 
income received from levy of fumigation 
charges from 20’ and 40’ containers duly 
reconciling with the actual income reported In 
the Annual Accounts for the years 2004-05 
and 2005-06. Also, furnish such details for 
the actual Income received from the 
fumigation charges for the year 2006-07. 


Detailed breakup of income received from the 
fumigation charges of 20’ and 40’ container for the 
year 2004-05, 2005-06 and 2006-07 is as under: 



SI. 

No. 

Year 

Container 

fumigated 

20> 

Amount 

collected 

LR^ 

Container 

fumigated 

40’ 

Amount 

collected 

(Rs.) 


1 

2004-05 

887 

379100/- 

157 

189200/- 


2 

2005-06 

5704 

2271110/- 

624 

917900/- 


3 

2006-07 

6991 

2936600/- 

561 

832590/- 



TOTAL 

13S82 

5586810/’ 

1342 

1939690 


(b). Furnish estimated fumigation income 
likely to be earned during the years 2007-08 
to 2009-10 duly indicating the estimated 
number of 20’ and 40’ containers likely to be 
fumigated with Methyl Bromide and Al. 
Phosphide at the prevailing rates as well as 
proposed rates. 


The actual income from the fumigation of year 
2007-08, 2008-09 and 2009-10 is as under: 


SI. 

No. 

Year 

No. of 
Container 
fumigated 
20’ 

Amount 

collected 

(Rs.) 

No. of 
Container 
fumigated 
40’ 

Amount 

collected 

(Rs.) 

1. 

2007-08 

5503 

2116650/- 

237 

399290/- 

2. 

2008-09 

982 

303870/- 

5 

4190/- 

3. 

2009-10 

6823 

1786205/- 

0 

0 


TOTAL 

13308 

4206725/- 

242 

403480/- 


(iii). 


(a). The cost statement considered by the 
Authority while revising the Scale of Rates 
(SOR) of the CWC in June 2007 considered 
the Market Facilitation (MF) payments for the 
services outsourced and management and 
administration overheads which included 
salaries and wages of employees deployed 
by the CWC apart from other cost elements. 
In view of this, please confirm and establish 
that the estimated of cost towards 
deployment of technical personnel and 
labourers deployed for offering fumigation 
services are not duplicated and were not 
considered in the general revision of the 
SOR. Also, please furnish detailed breakup 
of the technical personnel and labourers 
deployed for offering this service. _ 


Detailed break-up of technical personnel and 
labourers deployed for offering the fumigation 
services during past three years. 


SI. 

No. 

Year 

No. of technical 
personnel 
deployed 

No. of 
labourers 
deployed 

1. 

2007-08 

02 

818 

2. 

2008-09 

02 

407 

3. 

2009-10 

02 

703 
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(b). Furnish actual labour charges and cost of 
technical staff for rendering fumigation 
services in the past three years. 

Two technical staff were deployed exclusively for 
the fumigation services and was not used to carry 
out other CFS operation. It is mentioned that 
present salary of two Technical personnel is 
approx. Rs.75000/- per month. The actual cost of 
technical staff and actual labour charges for the 
past three years are furnished as under; 

Si. 

No. 

Year 

No. 

Technical 

staff 

Establish¬ 
ment cost 
of 

technical 

staff 

No. of 
labour¬ 
ers 

Rate 

per 

hour 

Total 

Amount 

(Rs.) 

Total 

Expendi¬ 

ture 

(Rs.) 

1. 

2007- 

06 

2 

540000 

618 

150 

122700 

662700 

2. 

2008- 

09 

2 

620000 

407 

ISO 

61050 

681050 

3. 

2009- 

10 

2 

720000 

703 

150 

105450 

825450 


TOTAL 

6 

1860000 

1928 

450 

289200 

2169200 

(c). If the fumigation services are outsourced, 
copies of agreement entered with the 
contractors may be furnished. 

Mo fumigation services are outsourced from the 
private agencies during the year 2004-05 to 
2009-10. 

(iv). 

(a). Confirm that the capital employed 
considered in the tariff revision of June 2007 
did not include the assets pertaining to 
fumigation service. 

Yes, the capital employed considered in the tariff 
revision of June 2007 did not include the assets 
pertaining to fumigation services. 

(b). Furnish details of equipment deployed by 
CWC for offering fumigation service as well 
as the safety equipment, if any, considered 
for arriving at the proposed fumigation 
charges. 

List of equipment/safety equipments deployed for 
offering fumigation services at CFS/KPT is 
furnished. 

(c). Since return on capital employed @ 16% 
adjusted to capacity utilisation was allowed 
by the Authority while revising the SOR of 
CWC in June 2007, the basis for considering 
the margin of CWC for fixation of the 
proposed fumigation charges may be 
explained 

As the technical personnel were deployed 
exclusively for fumigation purpose, CWC margin 
has been taken in the proposed fumigation 
Charges. 

(d). As the 16% return on capital employed 
allowed by the Authority is post tax, income 
tax element may not be considered for the 
purpose of fixation fumigation charges. 

Income tax element has been deleted as desired. 


7. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at 

the office of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received will be sent separately to the ^ 
relevant parties. These details 'Will also be made available at our website ^ 
http://tariffauthority.gov.ln. 

8. This Authority while approving the Scale of Rates of the CWC in its Order dated 
28 June 2007 has stated that there Is no doubt about authorisation granted by the relevant 
authority in the Government of India to CWC to offer the fumigation service, but, as far as tariff is 
concerned it needs the sanction of this Authority as the CWC is operating the CFS based on a 
licence granted under the Major Port Trusts Act, 1963. The proposal of the CWC is in pursuance 
of the said direction of this Authority. 

^ 9.1. One of the main points made by Kandia Port Stevedores Association (KPSA) is 

that fumigation is not a port service and hence approval of the proposed rate by CWC may not be 
considered. 

The mandate of this Authority is to determine tariff and conditions with reference to the services 
offered by the Major Port Trusts or any other person authorised under Section 42 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act at or in relating to the port or port approaches. As the license granted by the KPT to the 
CWC for offering CFS service is under Section 42 of the Major Port Trusts Act, there is no doubt 
that fixing tariff for fumigation service provided by the CWC within the major port trusts falls under 
the jurisdiction of this Authority. This position was clarified in the last tariff revision of CWC. It is 
relevant to mention here that this Authority has vide in Its Order No.TAMP/21/2006-CCTL dated 28 
March 2007 approved tariff for fumigation of tobacco container in Scale of Rates of the Chennai 
Container Terminal Limited (CCTL) also. 
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9.2. The KPSA has alleged that the CWC does not permit other fumigation agencies 
to undertake CFS job. In this context, it is relevant to mention that during the last revision of the 
Scale of Rates, the CWC in its letter No.CWC/RO-Ahd/Busi/CFS-KPT-TAMP/2007 dated 3 May 
2007 while responding to the queries raised by us, has stated that it is authorised under 
Warehousing Act 1962 but, in the CFS the users are free to get fumigation service from any 
authorised agency. It has reiterated that the fumigation is carried out by various other agencies in 
the premises in terms of L/C extended by Exporter. Even the Kandia Port Trust has endorsed that 
the rates proposed are reasonable considering the charges levied by private agencies. From the 
position reported by the CWC in the last tariff revision and the submission made by the KPT, it is 
presumed that the users have the option of availing the fumigation service from any other 
authorised agencies. 

9.3, Since there has been no adverse comments from any users / user associations 
except KPSA which has been addressed above and also considering the submissions made by 
the Kandia Port Trust that the proposed rates are reasonable considering the charges levied by 
other private agencies offering the fumigation services in that area, joint hearing in this case was 
not felt necessary, 

10.1. The CWC has proposed the differential rate for fumigation service based on the 
chemicals used for offering the service and taking into consideration the other cost elements 
involved for offering the service. Fumigation with Methyl Bromide is proposed at Rs.1200 for a 20’ 
container and Rs.2250 for a 40' container; and fumigation with Aluminium Phospide Is proposed at 
Rs.400 / Rs.800 for a 207 40’ container respectively. The KPT has reported that the rates 
proposed are reasonable. The rates initially proposed by the CWC Include the income tax 
element, which the CWC agreed subsequently to exclude. Accordingly, the charges for fumigation 
is approved at Rs.1150 per 20' container and Rs.2150 for a 40’ container for fumigation with 
Methyl Bromide and Rs.375 and Rs.720 for a 20740' container for fumigation with Aluminium 
Phospide. A note is inserted to state that It will be an optional service to be offered at the request 
of the user. 

10.2. As already brought out earlier, the fumigation charges is already being collected 
by the CWC at Rs.990 and Rs.300 for a 20’ container for fumigation with Methyl Bromide and 
Aluminium Phospide respectively. At the rate approved, the Increase in the existing tariff collected 
by CWC works out to around 16% to 25%. Considering even the highest income from fumigation 
service reported by the CWC in the year 2006-07 at Rs.37.69 lakhs, the additional income from the 
tariff approved will only be Rs.7.5 lakhs per annum. The income from revised fumigation charges 
will be considered in the Income estimation while reviewing the Scale of Rates of the CWC which 
is already due for revision, 

11. The CWC has proposed a note providing for escalation in the rate in case the 
price of the relevant chemicals increases by 5%. The KPSA has objected the proposed condition. 
It has to be recognised that the rates approved by this Authority are subject to review once in three 
years. In the review / revision process undertaken, the cost items are allowed to be escalated 
annually based on the Whole Sale Price Index and the relevant cost items are also adjusted for 
traffic as per the provision stipulated in the tariff guidelines. In case the CWC apprehends that the 
usual annual escalation allowed based on the WPl will not cover the increase in the cost of 
chemicals used for fumigation, then it may with proper justification based on the past trend come 
up with a suitable proposal for prescription of a formula for annual escalation in the rate prescribed 
with reference to the base rate adopted in the cost calculation. 

12. While revising the last Scale of Rates in June 2007, the CWC was allowed to 
collect the rate for fumigation service subject to the condition that the CWC file Its proposal for 
fixation of fumigation charges by 31 August 2007. The CWC has filed the proposal within the 
stipulated date. Clause 2.17.4 of the tariff guidelines stipulates that the final rates approved by this 
Authority will have prospective effect but at the same time allows this Authority to ratify the rate 
collected by the port/ operator on ad hoc basis if it is not found excessive. Since the rates 
reportedly collected by CWC for fumigation service is lower than the rates approved, the charges 
collected by the CWC for fumigation service are ratified. The rates now approved will have 
prospective effect 30 days after the notification of the Order in the Gazette of India. 
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13. The CWC has proposed a note stating that service tax and any other tax by 
Central / State Government will be levied extra. Taxes as applicable are leviable extra. Such note 
is not being prescribed in the Scale of Rates of other Major Ports / terminal as it is not a tariff item. 
Even the existing Scale of Rates of CWC does not prescribe a separate note in this regard. 
Hence, the proposed note is not prescribed only for this service. 

14. In the result and for the reasons given above, and based on collective application 
of mind, this Authority approves insertion of the following item as Sr. No. (18) under C - General 
Operations in Chapter - II Container/ Cargo Handling & Transportation Charge in the existing 
Scale of Rates of the CWC; 


SI. 

No. 

Description of Operations 

Rate 1 

in Rs.) 

20’ container 

40' container 

C. 

(18). 

General Operations 

(a) . Fumigation Charges with Methyl Bromide 

(b) . Fumigation Charges with Aluminium 
Phosphide 

1150.00 

375.00 

2150.00 

720.00 


Note; 

This will be an optional service provided at the request of the relevant user. 




RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ADVTIJJ/4/143/10-Exty.] 
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